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Abstract

Three cliff dwellings (Sites 5SMV 3559, 5MV 3543 and 5MV 3564) in the backcountry of Mesa Verde National
Park were stabilized during the summer field season, 2000. These siteswere all located in Soda Canyon within
the confines of the Chapin #5 Fire that burned in 1996. Soda Canyon was the only areathat had been granted
clearance for stabilization treatments as part of the Mesa VVerde National Park Site Conservation Program. Three
additional sites (5MV 542, 5MV 544 and 5MV548) were evaluated in order to assess the amounts of materials
and time needed to conduct preservation maintenance. Funding for this program was primarily from the Save
America s Treasures Program.

Four rooms received fabric treatment intervention. One room/wall was treated in each of two sites, 5MV 3543
and 5MV3564. Two rooms were treated in site 5MV3559. A mud mortar amended with Rhoplex E-330 (an
acrylic polymer) was used at 5SMV 3559 and 5MV 3543 while an unamended mud mortar was used at 5MV 3564.
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Chapter 1

I ntroduction

Threecliff dwellings (Sites5MV 3559, 5MV 3543 and
5MV 3564) in the backcountry of Mesa Verde National
Park were stabilized during the summer field season,
2000. These sites are located in Soda Canyon within
the confines of the Chapin #5 Fire that burned in 1996.
Soda Canyon was the only area that had been granted
clearancefor stabilization treatments as part of the Mesa
Verde National Park Site Conservation Program. Three
additional sites(5MV 542, 5MV 544 and 5SMV 548) were
evaluated to assess the amount of materials and time
needed to conduct preservation maintenance. Funding
for this project was primarily from the Save America’s
Treasure's Program Figure 1.1).

Four roomsreceived fabric trestment intervention. One
room/wall was treated in each of two sites, 5MV 3543
and 5SMV3564. Two rooms were treated in 5SMV 3559.
A mud mortar amended with Rhoplex E-330 (an acrylic
polymer) was used at 5SMV 3559 and 5MV 3543 while
an unamended mud mortar was utilized at 5MV 3564.

Site Conservation Program

The purpose of the Mesa Verde National Park Site
Conservation Program isto provide standardized names
and proceduresfor describing, recording, and evaluating
the preservation and management of archeological sites
(Nordby et a. 2000: 1). Stabilization and other site
preservation treatments are recommended as sites are
evaluated. Standingwallscan be stabilized by repointing
with mortar, resetting |oose stones, and replacing stones.

Thisphysical stabalization (fabric treatment intervention)
of sites is conducted as an integral part of the
documentation of archeological sites in the Site
Conservation Program.

Site preservation treatment is one of the links in the
chain of conservation events, which begin with the
varying levels of documentation. The most general site
documentation is Level 3, archeological survey. Level
2, condition assessment, provides information on the
physical condition of archeological structures and
features. Based on the observationsrecorded during the
Level 2 condition assessment, stabilization in the form
of fabric treatment intervention may be recommended.
If thisisthe case, Level 1, themost detailed architectural
documentation, is required before the treatment of all
sites with standing architecture. Site preservation
treatments are conducted after the Level 1
documentation. The condition of astabilized siteisthen
monitored regularly asthefinal link in the chain of the
conservation program.

All recorded archeol ogicdl sitesin Mesa Verde National
Park have been divided into eight resource management
groups (Table 1.1) based on the general criteria of who
built them, where they are located, and what features
they contain. The determining characteristics of these
site groups are: (1) whether they were produced by
Ancestral Puebloan groups, other American Indians,
Euro-Americans, or others (2) whether they are located
within frontcountry (interpreted and open to the public)
or backcountry parts of Mesa Verde National Park; and
(3) how much exposed architecture remains.

The sites that received treatment during the summer
2000 season fall into management Group 3, Ancestral
Puebloan Backcountry siteswith exposed architecture.

Table 1.1. Resource Management Groups

Ancestral Puebloan Sites

Frontcountry Sites. These are locales that are actively interpreted or viewed
(Group 1) Architectural Sites
(Group 2) Sites with no exposed architecture

Backcountry Sites. These are locales with no active interpretive program.
(Group 3) Architectural Sites
(Group 4) Sites with no exposed architecture

Non-Puebloan Sites

Frontcountry Sites. These are locales that are actively interpreted or viewed.
(Group 5) Architectural Sites
(Group 6) Sites with no exposed architecture

Backcountry Sites. These are locales with no active interpretive program.
(Group 7) Architectural Sites
(Group 8) Sites with no exposed architecture
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Figure 1.1. Topographic Map of Soda Canyon at Mesa Verde National Park showing location
of sitesvisited during the summer of 2001.



Environment and Setting

The MesaVerde Complex, of which SodaCanyonisa
part, is a system of mesas, cuestas, and canyons that
slopes gradually southward from an abrupt north
escarpment. SodaCanyonisone of themajor drainages,
which eventually flow into the Mancos River. Soda
Canyonislocated along the eastern side of Chapin Mesa.
The canyon is characterized by steep wallsthat contain
numeroussmall alcovesin which the Ancestral Puebloan
inhabitants built stone structures.

Vegetation

TheMesaVerde Regionischaracterized by the pinyon-
juniper forest vegetation found throughout the Sierra
Madre, Great Basin, and Colorado Plateau. Three
separate ecological zones make up the environment of
MesaVerde: mesatop, canyon slope, and canyon floor.
The predominant species of trees on the mesa tops are
pinyon pineand Utah juniper. The canyon slopes, located
below the mesa tops, have relatively open brushy
vegetation of gamble oak, serviceberry, and rabbitbrush.
Small stands of pinyon and juniper are also scattered on
the canyon slopes. The canyon floor is covered with
gamble oak and serviceberry. The cliff dwelling sites
that were treated in the 2000 field season are within the
canyon slope ecological zone (Figure 1.2).

Geology and Soils

The a covesin Soda Canyon that the Ancestral Pueblo
utilized for their building sitesarelocated within the Cliff
House Formation. A narrow band of sandy shale splits
this sandstone formation. When rainwater percolates
through the sandstone, it meets the impermeable shale
layer and migrates laterally. This causes the stone to
deteriorate at points of exposure and creates alcovesin
the Cliff House sandstone.

The mesatopsoil in the Soda Canyon area consists of
aeolian silty loams. The soil becomes shallower near
the mesa edges, and exposures of the Cliff House
sandstone become apparent. The soils on the canyon
slopes and canyon bottom of Soda Canyon are comprised
of Cliff House sandstone and Menefee shale parent
materials, and are colluvial in origin.

Condition Assessment Recommen-
dations

Recommendationsfor al treated sites and those slated
for treatment in 2001 were madein aprevious condition
assessment report (Bell 1999). Often, there area
additional treatments suggested after the stabilization
crew has inspected a site prior to starting its work.
Reconnaissance visits by the treatment crew assesses
material needs and identifies additional areas that may
need work.

! . Y ‘._.-' il
Figure 1.2. Overview of Site areawithin Soda Canyon.







Chapter 2

Backcountry Sites
Conservation 2000

During the summer field season of 2000, one supervi-
sory archeologist and two masonry workers were hired
under the Save America’'s Treasures (SAT) program to
conduct work in Mesa Verde's backcountry. Theinitial
part of the field season was spent on training the new
crew in the traditional stabilization techniques used at
Mesa Verde National Park.

The archeologist spent part of this time developing
documentation forms specifically for documenting the
stabilization activities conducted at backcountry sites.
These forms were also designed to mesh with the Site
Conservation Program Level 1 documentation program.
Copies of the completed digitized maps and pertinent
photographs were copied for usein thefield.

Sites 5MV 3559, 5MV 3543 and 5MV 3564 were
stabilized during the summer of 2000. These sites are
all located in Soda Canyon; an areathat had been burned
over during the 1996 Chapin#5 Fire (Figure 1.1). These
siteshad Level 2 condition assessmentin 1997 and Level
1 documentation in 1998 and 1999. Besides these three
sites, three additional sites needing stabilization work
were inspected for material estimates and time.
Stabilization reconnai ssance site formswere compl eted
during theinitial sitevisit and the material needsfor each
sitewereassessed. Areasof thesitein need of treatment
were identified. These three sites were 5MV 542,
5MV544 and 5MV548, aso located in Soda Canyon
(Figure1.1).

L ogistics

All sitesthat received trestment in the backcountry were
fairly easy to access but demanded a long hike to and
from the Far View parking lot. Some of the mortar

material, water, rubber buckets, and shovels were
dropped at predetermined drop sites near the sitesby the

Park’shelicopter. After the material needswere assessed
during the reconnaissance visits, the materials and
equipment for each site were assembled at the helibase
and loaded into dling nets for the drops. Water was
contained in “cubies,” 5-gallon water containers
commonly used by fire personnel. The soil mix for
5MV 03543 wasloaded into 5-gallon plastic bucketswith
lids secured with strapping tape. Since none of the sites
required large amounts of materials, small portable
containers were utilized for ease in transporting these
materials between the helicopter drop zone and the site.

Per sonnel

The backcountry ruins preservation crew consisted of
Noreen R. Fritz (Supervisory Archeologist), Neill Smith,
Mark Johannsen, and Harold Peshlakai (Masonry
Workers). At 5MV 3559, Fritz was responsible for
documenting the treatment activities through
photography, map overlays, and completion of the
documentation forms. Smith, Johannsen, and Peshlakai
conducted the treatment activities. They collected,
screened, and mixed their own mortar as needed. At
5MV 3543, the treatment crew consisted of Fritz,
Johannsen, and Smith. Again, Fritzwasresponsiblefor
all thearcheological documentation while Johannsen and
Smith implemented the treatments. Fritz and Smith
undertook treatments at 5MV3564. Fritz did the
documentation and assi sted with treatment while Smith
did the bulk of thetreatment. Bothindividualscollected
and screened mortar material from the creek bank below
and packed it up the talus slope and into the site
(Table2.1).

Stabilization Methods and

Techniques

The techniques employed consisted of repointing,
resetting loose stones, replacing stones, and laying dry-
laid masonry. Sinceall thesitesreceiving treatment were
located in the Park’s backcountry, there was minimal
intervention treatment. This approach is similar to

Table 2.1. Personnel and Number of Person Days at Each Site

Site Number Crew Members Crew Person Days
5MV 3559 Fritz, Smith, Johannsen, Peshlakai 8
5MV 3543 Fritz, Smith, Johannsen 9
5MV 3564 Fritz, Smith 8




treatment applied to a frontcountry site that is open to
the public and is visited regularly. The only difference
between frontcountry and backcountry sites is the
concernfor visitor safety. Theideabehind a“minimalist”
approach to the backcountry sitesisto retain siteintegrity
and to preserve what iseft of the standing architecture.
In the backcountry sitesfor instance, afallenwall would
not be rebuilt as it might be in a site that is in the
frontcountry where it is regularly visited by the public.
At somesiteswherethereisarecurring moisture problem,
periodic maintenance isrequired to prevent further loss
of the remaining architecture.

Repointing

Repointing refers to the technique of applying a soil
mortar over alike mortar; the joints are moistened with
water to make the mortar stick. The character of the
final joint extension and chinking is matched as closely
as possible to the aboriginal mortar (Figure2.1).

Soil Mortar isamixture of soil and water. Soil with a
high sand content is amended with Rhoplex E-330, an
acrylic polymer additive devel oped for usewith portland
cement. It is added to soil mortar to increase its
weatherability. Rhoplex does not come with a set of
instructionsfor mixing (with soil). However, experiments
conducted by Dennis Fenn, a research scientist who
worked at the National Park Service's Western
Archeological Center in Tucson, Arizonarecommended
that the ratio of water to Rhoplex should be 1 part
Rhoplex to 2.5 parts water (Hartzler 1996). The
stabilization crew at Mesa Verde currently mixes 1 part
Rhoplex to 2.5 or 3 parts water.

Chinking is the process of pressing small stonesinto
wet mortar joints. The purpose of these stones can beto
level construction elements by keeping walls plumb.
Stone-to-stone contact is produced in this process.
Chinking stones can be primarily decorative (patterned)
but in Mesa Verde, chinking is mainly used to control
mortar movement and shrinkage. When chinking stones
are added to mortar during treatment activities they
consist of either spalls(tabular stoneswith parallel long
faces) or chunks, which are irregularly shaped stones,
wedge-shaped or airfoil (Nordby et al 2000:111).
Artifacts such as sherds or flaked lithics, although
sometimes used prehistorically, are never used during
repointing by the stabilization crew.

Resetting

Resetting aloose stone is accomplished by removing
the loose stone, cleaning out all loose mortar and dirt
then setting the stone back into itsoriginal position using
new mortar applied to moistened surfaces.

Replacing

Replacing amissing stoneor filling avoid inawall is
accomplished by locating a suitably sized stone off-site
or reusing a displaced wall stone to set within the void.
Replacement stones are shaped using arock hammer and
chisel asneeded. The sandstoneis soft enough that this
is an expedient process. The surfaces are moistened;
then soil mortar isapplied to set the stone flush with the
rest of the wall. Every effort is made to match the
replacement stoneto the original fabric, matching color,

Figure2.1. Neill Smith and Harold Peshlakal repointing awall at site 5SMV 3559.



size, shape and sometimes surface treatment. Freshly
cut edges are obscured by the application of athin wash
of mortar.

Dry-laid Masonry

Dry-laid masonry refers to the technique of placing
stones snugly into position without the use of mortar.

Specific Methods and Techniques Used
in 2000 Field Work

Walls were repointed where extensive loss of the
aboriginal mortar was apparent. The intact aboriginal
mortar was left in place at all three sites. In the cases
where the original mortar was badly eroded, it was
replaced. Soil-based mortar was used at all three sites
for repointing and stone replacement/relaying. This
mortar was applied by hand or with the use of apointing
trowel to fill joints flush and blend in with the existing
prehistoric mortar. The mortar wasthen textured by hand.
Thejoint finish at al three sites was extruded-smooth.
Appropriate chinking stones, which match the existing
joint finish, were gathered off-site and added to all
restored mortar joints to blend in with the existing
prehistoric construction. These chinking stones were
primarily “spalls.” Thecolor and texture of the aboriginal
mortar was matched as closely as possible.

Sometimes the basal portion of a wall needing
stabilizationisobscured by cultural fill or wind deposited
soils that need to be moved before treatment can be
undertaken. It was not necessary to excavate through
primary cultural deposits at any of the three sites that
received treatment to accessthe base of thewalls. Inthe
instances where primary cultural deposits must be
disturbed in order to access the base of a wall for
stabilization, the excavation would have been carried out
in a controlled manner with full documentation of the
activity and artifacts encountered. At 5MV 3564,
approximately 10 cm of eroded sandstone alcove roof
material wasmoved to accessthewall basethen replaced
once treatments were completed. This soil was a post-
occupational sterile deposit. The other sites did not
require any excavation as part of their treatments.

Theruins preservation crew made every effort to have
aslittleimpact as possible on the siteswhile conducting
treatment activities.






Chapter 3
5MV 3559

Site 5MV 3559 is an Ancestral Puebloan Pueblo |1-
Pueblo 11l alcove site consisting of two rooms, two
terraces, and a light artifact scatter (Figure 3.1). This
site is located on the east side of Soda Canyon at the
base of the Cliff House sandstone and thetop of thetalus
dope. Theacove faceswest. Thissiteisone of three
alcovesdtesclustered in thisarea, presumably for storage
purposes. Thesiteislocated in UTM zone 12, Easting
722400 m, and Northing 4123301 m.

The site was originally recorded in 1976 during the
Mesa Verde Archaeological Survey conducted by the
University of Colorado, Boulder. Thesitewasidentified
as a storage facility consisting of two rooms beneath a
rock overhang. A rock terrace was aso noted on the
dopejust below the alcove opening. The north wall of
Room 1 has a sealed doorway with a mud collar. In
1999, the site was documented to Level 1 architectural
documentation standards (Nordby et al. 2000).

Room 1 (5MV3559)

Room 1 is the southernmost room of this two-room
site. The room measures 2.30 m-X-1.70 m. The
southernmost wall is semi-coursed masonry that iswet-
laid. Only some of the stones have been shaped and
stone size varies. Only occasional chinking is present
and thewall isasingle coursein width. Seven courses
remain on thiswall.

Thenorthwall isingood condition. Thiswall iseleven
courses high and thereis some patterning and consi stent
rock size evident. Thewall is one course in width. A
wall entry is apparent near the east end of thiswall. It
has an intact adobe collar on the exterior and waswallegd-
inprehistorically.

Room 2 (5M 'V 3559)

Room 2isonly partially intact and isthe northernmost
of thetwo rooms. The southwall of thisroomisalsothe
north wall of Room 1. The dimensions of this room
wereindeterminate. Part of the west wall of Room 2is
present as well. It is eleven courses high and is built
right at the outer edge of the alcove. Much of the mortar
ismissing and only afew of the chinking stonesare still
present in the joints.

Lower Alcove

cross secti 0[[)1 datum

Upper Alcove
0 5 1 2 \\ Rm 2 filled in door
— e — © (see cross section)
METERS
SCALE: 1: B1
B Rm 1 edge of
ledge.
maximum extent
of alcove overhang\
cross section datu
© A

Site Plan & Cross Section

field mapped by: L. Francisco =
date: 10/21/98

digital drawing by: J. Lenihan
date: 10/29/99

maximum exten
of alcove overhang

A sie Stake

() Burned Juniper

cross section
upper alcove

/cliffhouse sandston

post occupation fill

/back of alcove

Q
ground surface

burned log

. cliffhouse sandstone
Cross section

lower alcove

cross section
datum

holes

B1

original door

ground surface

Figure 3.1. Plan View of site 5MV 3559 showing cross sections.
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Site Condition (5MV 3559)

Condition Assessment (Level 2)
Recommendations

The condition of site 5MV 3559 was assessed in the
fall of 1997. Thesouthinterior and exterior wall of Room
1 needed repointing along the basal footing. 1n addition,
avoid in the wall needed to be filled. Room 2 needed
repointing along the western exterior and interior wall.
Theteam alsoidentified the problemswith water washing
into the site from both the north and south as well as
from the sandstone rock face above the site.

Pre-treatment Reconnaissance
Assessment

Inspection of 5SMV 3559 on June 28, 2000 prior to
treatment, determined that no moisture was entering the
site. At this time the only additional work that the
treatment crew determined necessary in addition to what
wasrecommended by the condition assessment crew, was
the application of dry-laid stonesto bolster a portion of
unsupported masonry on the south wall of Room 1.

Site Treatment (5MV 3559)

Post Fire Erosion Treatment

In 1997, the condition assessment crew applied a
silicone dripline to the edge of the alcove site to deflect
the water from running into the site and washing out
standing architecture. This was a concern due to
enhanced erosion after the 1996 Chapin #5 wildfire. In
addition, log deflectors were installed at the north and
south ends of the alcove to divert water from washing
into the site.

Site Fabric Treatment July 11-13, 2000

Stabilization M aterials

The color and texture of the aboriginal mortar was
matched as closely as possible. A mortar source was
found approximately 5 m northwest of the site (Figure
3.2). This soil matched the aboriginal mortar quite
closely; however, it was high in sand content and would
be inappropriate for use as an unamended soil mortar.
During Dennis Fenn’sexperiments, herecommended that

Ll II\J_'IJ?T'

Mvmaﬁa_d\

0.5 1]

0.5 1 Miles N

o0 0

S00 1000 1500 2000 2500 2000 Feet

] W E

Sourcas: Archedlgical éia maps: 0.5 o

04 1 Kilometers

and Digial Rager Graphics (DRG ),

Unilad Siatas Gaakgical Surday
7.6 minuia fapagraphic map sarae

Mesa Varde Matianal Park, GIS O parafions
Meaza Veardes Malianal Park, CD 81330

COUNTOUR INTERWAL 40 FEET

Matianal Geaadatic Vanical Datm of 1928

)

Save America'ls Treaosures
Field Seazon 2000

Figure 3.2. Topographic map of SodaCanyon showing location of mortar sourcesfor sites5MV 3559 nad 5MV 3564.



Rhoplex worked best with a soil composition that
included 70% sand (Hartzler, 1996). Our soil was
amended with Rhoplex E-330. Thissoil mortar wasdark
yellowish brown (10Y R 4/4) while the aborigina mortar
wasvery palebrown (10Y R 7/4). When thereplacement
mortar dried, it wasavery close match to the prehistoric
mortar.

The areawhere we collected soil for use as mortar was
rehabilitated when work was completed and will not be
obvious by the spring 2001 growing season.

Room 1

Ontheinterior south wall of Room 1, the basal portion
of the wall was repointed with one small stone added
(replaced) to help fill avoid. Onthewestern end of this
wall, alarge tabular stone had no support from below
(Figure 3.3). Two loosewall stones, which werenolonger
part of the wall construction, and two additional stones
were shaped from pieces of spall from the roof of the
alcoveweredry-laid under the unsupported stone. These
stones were stacked one on top of the other and fitted
snugly under the hanging tabular stone to provide
support. A few smaller stones were used as wedges to

Figure 3.4. Room 1 South Wall Interior, Post-Trestment.
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keep the larger ones upright (Figure 3.4).

The exterior south wall of Room 1 was repointed;
mainly filling alargevoid along thebasewherefour large
stoneswerereset (Figure 3.5). Four smaller stoneswere
also usedto helpfill inavoidinthemiddle basal portion
of thewall (Figure 3.6).

The north interior wall of Room 1 was in much better
shape and only needed some*“spot” repointing along the
base.

Room 2

The south wall of Room 2, which isthe common wall
it shareswith Room 1, needed no treatment since nearly
all of the aboriginal mortar was still intact.

The west-facing wall of this room needed the most
attention in terms of treatment. Thiswall needed to be
completely repointed. Dueto itswestern exposure, there
was extensive mortar loss. The wall had only had
minimal protection from the acove overhang (Figure
3.7). Therewere noloose stonesto bereset and no stones
needed replacement. A few chinking stones were still
present in the prehistoric mortar so new chinking stones
were added to match the prehistoric pattern present on

Figure 3.6. Room 1 South Wall Exterior, Post-Treat-
ment.
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theexterior wall (Figure 3.8) These chinking stoneswere
mostly spalls. Theinterior of thiswest wall needed only
minimal repointing. No chinking stoneswere placed on
thissideof thewall sincenonewere present intheexisting
aboriginal mortar.

Neill Smith, Harold Peshlakai and Mark Johannssen
conducted treatment work at this site. Noreen Fritz
recorded all treatment intervention on overlays of the
Level 1 wall profiles plus the pre and post treatment
photography and completion of the documentation forms
packet. Sitetreatment was undertaken July 11-13, 2000.

Figure 3.7. Room 2 Exterior West Wall, Pre Treatment.  Figure 3.8. Room 2 Exterior West Wall, Post Treatment.



Chapter 4
5MV 3543

Site 5SMV 03543 islocated on the eastern side of Soda
Canyon, along alower escarpment about 7 m high. The
University of Colorado survey team initially recorded
thissitein 1976. It consists of two rooms and an open
area situated in an alcove. There is one wall standing
above grade at the site. The remainders of the walls
have fallen. Most of the fallen masonry stones are
eroded. Theroom measuresapproximately 1.7 m (N-S)

13

by 1.6 m (E-W) (Figure4.1). Thissiteislocatedin UTM
zone 12, Easting 722449 m, and Northing 4122660 m.

This site was initially recorded as a storage room;
however, during Level 1 documentation, additional
details emerged to suggest otherwise. As previously
noted, the site consists of two rooms and an open area.
Room 1 was built at the northern end of the acove, and
natural stone forms the north and east walls as well as
the ceiling. The floor of thisroom isnow covered with
rodent excrement, rubble from fallen walls, probably
some cultural fill, but mostly colluvial sediment. The
south wall hasfallento grade, and its precise positionis
unknown.
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Alcove Floor \

Extent of Usable
Space (Open Area 1)

0 5 1 2
i | I |

METERS
5MV3543

fiel
date: 11/03/1999

digital drawing by: ). Lerihan
date: 02/16/2001

ACC #: 1456

2
\ A

Extent of \ (5\//<\ N

e \ / \ 4

Colluvial Fil ‘ / Ledge %\y

Prehistoric
Dripline

Apparent
Wall Fall

Highly

| Decomposed

Cliffhouse
Sandstone

AP
NN
R

Figure4.1. Plan View of Site 5SMV 3543.
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Room 1 (5MV3543)

The west wall of Room 1 is the only architecture
standing above grade. Thiswall stands to a height of
about 1.7 m. It has probably been assaulted continually
by rainwater. Along the acove face at the exterior of
Room 1 is an elongate vertical groove that served to
divert runoff coming down the cliff in an attempt to save
the wall and keep the water out of Room 1 during the
prehistoric period.

Thewest wall of Room 1 is composed of single stone
construction, mostly of unshaped stone. Themortar joints
are completely and heavily chinked both interior and
exterior. No plaster is present. The stone used for
construction of the lower courses are larger than on the
remainder of the wall but the size differential is more
pronounced on the exterior where the masonry basal
footing elements are more exposed.

Room 1 is connected to Open Area 1 by a doorway
designated as Wall Entry 1 (WE1). This doorway
containsimportant interpretiveinformation about the site.
Granariesnormally have closure d absthat were emplaced
from the exterior but WE1 was sealed by a closure slab
from the interior, based on the shaping and wear upon
the stones lining the jambs. The size of this room
conforms well to the small size of granaries, although
the dubious location of the south wall introduces some
uncertainty about room size.

Room 2 (5MV3543)

Room 2 was|ocated against the alcove to the south of
Room 1 and probably shared awall with Room 1. Only
the width of this room was measurable at about 1.5 m.
This room probably enclosed an area between 3.5 and
4.5 sqguare meters. The room is now covered with
sediment and rubble and thefloor iscovered. Thealcove
ceiling above the rubble that probably represents the
southwall of Room 2. The oxidation predatesthe Chapin
#5 fire (1996) since it was noted during the University
of Colorado Survey in 1976. Since the natural alcove
ceiling formed the roof of thisroom, it is probable that
thisroom was aliving/habitation room that had ahearth.

Another factor that supports the assessment of Room
2 asaliving roomisthe closurefrom theinterior of WEL.
If Room 1 was a granary, then a doorway in the now
fallen south wall that connected it with Room 2 islikely.
That doorway would have sealed from the exterior, or
the Room 2 side. This would create a room suite with
Room 2 asthelead living room in that suite.

Open Area 1 (5MV3543)

The final element of this site is Open Area 1. This
open areaisthe elongate ledge that defines the western
sideof thesite. It wasmost likely defined along the east
side by the west wall of Rooms 1 and 2. The eastern
boundary was defined by the west walls of Rooms 1 and

2. This area is approximately 11.5 m long and 1.9 m
wide. The headroom above Open Areal isover 2 m,
adequate for an individual to travel this ledge without
crouching. Thetreatment crew noticed apecked foothold
on theledge adjacent to the northern edge of the standing
wall.

The site can be accessed by climbing up a steep
drainage south of the site, traveling along the mesatop
then dropping in from above. Thetreatment crew decided
to enter the site from the ledges below utilizing a rope
ladder and a rope to ascend the two rock ledges.

Site Condition (5MV3543)

Condition Assessment (Level 2)
Recommendations

The condition assessment crew visited 5SMV 3543 in
1997. They noted that the one standing wall suffered
from basal erosion as the wall was exposed directly to
weather. The alcove affords only minimal protection.
This alcove has a western exposure and is often
hammered by incoming wesather fronts. The proximity
of thewall to the outer edge of the alcove contributed to
the basal erosion aswater from the alcove dripline was
running down directly onto thewall (Figure 4.3).

At5MV 3543, the condition assessment crew identified
the basal course of theonly wall standing (Room 1, west
wall) asneeding repointing. In addition, the northern end
of the same wall was suffering from severe mortar loss
(Figure 4.2).

Pre-Treatment Reconnaissance
Assessment

A reconnaissance visit to this site was done on July 6,
2000. The sitewas assessed for theamounts of materials
needed to implement the treatment. These materialswere
dropped by helicopter above the site afew days|ater.

When thetreatment crew inspected the site, differential
fill was noted inside of the structure. However, thefill
was not in direct contact with the standing wall and was
not holding moisture up against the masonry.

Site Treatment (5MV 3543)

Post Fire Erosion Treatment

The condition assessment crew applied a silicone
dripline to the alcove above the existing wall to deflect
the water that was splashing onto the foundation of the
wall and dissolving mortar. Thisaction wastaken in the
fall of 1998 and wasthe only treatment done before 2000.
The dripline is very effective at keeping water from
dripping onto the walls.
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Figure4.2. Site overview looking North.
Site Fabric Treatment July 17-19, 2000

Stabilization Materials (5MV 3543)

A mortar source near the site was not located so a soil
mix for the site was concocted with two parts yellow
crusher finesfrom Chapin Mesa, one part red loessfrom
Wetherill Mesa and one part white caliche soil from
Chapin Mesa. This soil was amended with Rhoplex E-
330.This soil color was a close match to the aboriginal
mortar although it was dlightly lighter in color. The
prehistoric mortar was apale brown or “yellow.”

Room 1 West Wall (5MV 3543)

Smith, Johannssen and Fritz did treatment work at
5MV 3543 July 17-19, 2000. Smith and Johannssen did
therepointing, rock shaping, replacement, and thefilling
of voids on thiswall. All work was done to the west-
facing exterior. Fritz was responsible for the photo
documentation, mapping and the compl etion of theforms
packet.

Treatment intervention on this wall consisted of
repointing along the basal joints, adding chinking stones
to match the original construction techniques. In addition
tothis, four stoneswere added tofill avoid between the
basal and first courses; only three of these are visible.
Two stoneswere a so used to fill avoid between the north
end of the first wall course and the alcove wall. These
stones were chipped to shape where necessary (Figure
4.4).

Flgure4 4. Room 1 Exterlor West Wall Post Treatment.






Chapter 5
5MV 3564

Thissitewasoriginally recorded in 1976. It islocated
in the lower level of the Cliff House sandstone band.
Sitelocation ison the east side of Soda Canyon near the
southwest junction of aside drainage, which comesinto
Soda Canyon from the east. The siteislocated in UTM
zone 12, Easting 723090 m and Northing 4121385 m.

Theinterior of theacoveisapproximately 5minlength
east to west with a ceiling height of 1.8 m at the highest
point. Thestructureislocated in the southwestern corner
of thealcove (Figure5.1). The site probably datesto the
Ancestral Puebloan Pueblo 111 period as evidenced by
the finely pecked masonry and careful chinking and
mortaring.
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Site5MV 3564 consists of asingle standing north-south
wall (Room 1, east wall) whichisnine courses high, one
coursewideand approximately 1 minlength. In addition,
amound of dirt and rubbleis present just outside of the
alcove. Thewall isconstructed of well-pecked sandstone
blocksaveraging 40 x 20 cm. Thewall segment contains
a doorway and includes the jamb and sill. Two small
wooden pegs form the base support for a lintel above
thedoorway. They may also have been part of adoorstop.
The pegsare approximately 2 cmin diameter and 10 cm
inlength (Figures5.2) (Figure5.3). Another wall abutted
the standing wall but has since collapsed. This formed
the north wall. It appears to have stood 9-10 coursesin
height and was approximately 2 m in length. The west
and south walls are the natural back wall of the alcove.

Just to the north of the standing wall, a mound of dirt
and rubble rests just outside the alcove. The mound is

cliff face
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cliff face

T

rear wall of alcove
5MV3564
Whole Site & Cross Section
field mapped by: T. Rice 10/29/97
final draft: A. Wise 11/10/97
revised: J. Young
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digital drawing by: J. Lenihan
date: 10/27/99
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Figure5.1. Plan View of site 5SMV 3564.
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Figure5.3. Room 1 Interior East Wall, Pre-Treatment.

approximately 1 m high and may contain some wall
outlines, although they are difficult to discern. Some of
the material, which makes up the mound, has fallen off
the steep cliff ledge adjacent to the site.

Site access was somewhat problematic since it is
located at the top of a steep talus slope with a skinny
ledge leading into the site from the southwest side.

Site Condition (5MV 3564)

Condition Assessment
Recommendations

Thissitewas assessed for damage after thefirein 1996.
At that time, it was noted that water wasrunning into the
alcove from outside. Rainwater and alcove run-off hit
the south edge of the mound. From there, it flowed
southward toward thestanding wall. A small bit of gulling
occurred because of the water flow path. The existing
wall was constructed near the back of the alcove, and
during a heavy rain, the water collected along the base
of thiswall, dissolving the mortar. When the site was
initially recorded in 1976, anotation on the map indicates
that thereismortar loss at the base of thewall. However,
thismortar lossisnot discerniblein the 1976 photograph.

(Level 2)

Pre-Treatment Reconnaissance

Assessment

Thereconnaissancevisit to 5SMV 03564 was conducted
on August 28, 2000 in combination with the treatment.
No additional work other than the recommended
repointing along the base was determined necessary.

Site Treatment (5MV 3564)

Post Fire Erosion Treatment

In 1998, the Condition Assessment crew installed silt
logsjust inside the overhang to divert water run-off and
carpeted thefloor of the alcovewith excelsior (composed
of aspen wood shavings encased in a biodegradable
mesh) mulch. These actions have prevented any more
water from running into the alcove.

Site Fabric Treatment August 28-31, 2000

Stabilization M aterials (5MV3564)

A helicopter was not available for an equipment drop
so all treatment materials (including buckets, masonry
tools, soil, water, etc.) were packed into the site. Prior to
treatment, a match for the prehistoric mortar was not
located near the site but soil with ahigh enough silt/clay
content was located in the bank of Soda Creek,
approximately 100 m downslopeto thewest (Figure 3.2).
A sampletest “patty” was made and seemed to be of the
proper consistency/hardnessfor replacement mortar. The
color however was somewhat darker than the aboriginal
mortar. To lighten the appearance, the wet mortar was
dusted with fine sand eroded from the alcove ceiling.
When dried, the mortar was a closer match to the
aboriginal mortar. Since this alcoveisnow dry, and the
structure is located in the back of the alcove, an
unamended mortar was used.
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Room 1, East Wall (5MV3564) east wall of Room 1 were repointed. Two voids were
filled with three stones and a void on the east exterior

Treatment took place from August 28 through 31, \yasfifled with areplaced stone (Figure 5.5) (Figure 5.6).

2000. Both Neill Smith and Noreen Fritz treated this | aigition, Fritz wasresponsiblefor photo and mapping
site (Figure 5.4). The bottom two basal courses of the documentation, and completion of the forms.

Figure5.5. Room 1 exterior east wall, post treatment.  Figure 5.6. Room 1 interior east wall, post treatment.






Chapter 6

Stabilization Reconnaissance
Wor k

Reconnaissance visits to three sites were made done in
tandem with the treatments at 5MV 3559, 5MV 3543 and
5MV3564. Thesitesthat havehad preliminary treatment
assessments are 5MV 542, 5MV544 and 5MV 548.
5MV 542 wasvisited and the pre-treatment photographic
documentation was completed on August 3, 2000. At
thistime, amounts of treatment material s were assessed
and the site stabilization reconnaissance form was
compl eted.

Two of thethree sites, that only received reconnai ssance,
werevery difficult to access. Site 5MV 544 and 5MV 548
can only be accessed by rappelling from above. This
was achieved by accompanying the backcountry Level 1
documentation crew on two different daysat these sites.

SMV 542

Site 5SMV 542 received treatment during thefall of 1998;
however the crew ran out of dirt before the repairs had
been completed and the helicopter had | eft the Park for
the season. Portions of the site were revisited in 2000
and assessed for materials needed to continue the
stabilizationwork. Thissiteisfairly easy to accesssince
the lowermost alcove is located at the top of the talus
dope. Accessing the middle and upper acoves of this
site are alittle more problematic, aladder is useful for
climbing from the bottom alcove into the second one.
Thethird al cove can be accessed by climbing up arock
crevice north of the site or by coming in from the mesa
top. Theonly portion of thissitewhich needs stabilization
work isin the middle alcove. Work in the upper acove
was completed in 1998 and the lowermost alcove does
not contain enough standing architecture to warrant any
type of treatment.

SM V544

Fritz, Johannsen, and Smith visited 5MV544 on June
28, 2000. At this time, a reconnaissance form was
completed; documenting areas of the sitewheretreatment
was needed and an assessing the amounts of materials
needed to complete the job.

SMV 548

Fritz, Smith, and Johannsen completed the
reconnaissance visit of 5SMV548 on August 24, 2000.
All areas of the site needing treatment intervention were
noted along with an estimation of the amounts of
material s needed.
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Chapter 7

Summary and Conclusions

Three cliff dwellingsin the backcountry of Mesa
Verde National Park were stabilized in 2000. All three
siteswere located in Soda Canyon. One room/wall
was treated in each of two sites, 5MV 3543 and
5MV3564. Two rooms were treated in site 5SMV 3559.
A mud mortar amended with Rhoplex E-330 (an
acrylic polymer) was used at 5SMV 3559 and 5MV 3543
while an unamended mud mortar was utilized at
5MV3564. The crew also made pre-treatment
reconnaissance visitsto sites 5MV 542, 5MV 544 and
5MV548.
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